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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

The claim 16 is generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform to current 

U.S. practice. It appears to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document 

and is replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 



Application/Control Number: 09/862,433 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2132 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 8-13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being anticipated by Durst, Jr. et al (6,542,933 B1 ; hereinafter Durst). 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 4, 8-10, 18, 19 and 25, Durst discloses a system 
comprising a content server (corresponding to the recited information providing server) 
that stores and provides data to a client (corresponding to the recited an information 
terminal) over a network (see, for example, col. 2, lines 36-51 ; col. 2, line 67-col. 3, line 
10; Fig. 1 ; col. 6, lines 10-20). Durst discloses that the client accesses the content 
server for different queries through an information server (corresponding to the recited 
viewing-access-log recording server) (col. 3, lines 10-21). The information server 
redirects the client computer to the content server. Durst also discloses that the client 
system periodically makes requests to the content server as status query (col. 18, lines 
34-44). Durst also discloses that the content server may be a server on the World Wide 
Web to provide published information and a other servers also may run on the web 
server (see, for example, col. 6, line 29-col. 7, line 19; col. 7, line col. 21, lines 35-67). 
Durst further discloses that the information server alternatively retrieve the requested 
information by the client from its local storage and provides to the client (corresponding 
to the operation of the recited obtaining function) (col. 3, lines 21-24). Durst further 
discloses that the information server stores a hit log (corresponding to the recited 
viewing-access-log) that logs information about the user, the user request and the date 
and time of the request (see, for example, col. 4, lines 2-7; col. 6, lines 40-52; col. 14, 
lines 17-38). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Durst teaches that a client access to information on a 
content server over Internet is normally happens through a proxy server as it is standard 
in the industry (col. 5, lines 23-31; col. 12, lines 3-15). 

Regarding claim 12, Durst teaches every user (corresponding to a publisher) is 
required to register beforehand with a registration server that may also run on the web 
server (i.e., content server) to receive a unique ID (corresponding to the recited 
password) (col. 7, lines 5-19; col. 11, line 55-col. 12; line 22). Durst teaches that for a 
certain queries a user must transmit both the user ID and another code called an item 
identification code (corresponding to the recited identification information) to the 
information server by inputting to the user terminal (col. 3, lines 5-13; col. 3, lines 50- 
60). 

Regarding claim 13, Durst teaches that a linkage code that includes a server 
identification code and an item identification code is inputted into client computer for 
accessing a content data on a server (col. 3, lines 3-10). Durst also teaches that the 
linkage code may be carried on an item similar to a card (corresponding to the recited a 
prepaid card) (see, for example. Fig. 1, item 2; col. 7, lines 51-67). 

Regarding claims 15, 16 and 22, Durst teaches a system comprising of a content 
server (corresponding to the recited information provider server) and an information 
server (corresponding to the recited publishing-access-log recording server) that 
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maintains a hit log (corresponding to the recited publishing-access-log) for logging 
information such as time and date that a client queries the content server and the client 
request (col. 3, lines 10-21; col. 4, lines 2-7; Fig. 2; col. 6, lines 40-52; col. 14, lines 17- 
38). Durst further teaches the usage of the system as a publishing information system 
by receiving information from clients through the information server (see, for example, 
col. 23, lines 6-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 5-7, 17, 20, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Durst, Jr. et al (6,542,933 B1 ; hereinafter Durst) in view of Downs et 
al (6,574,609 B1 ; hereinafter Downs). 

Regarding claims 3 and 20, Durst teaches a scheme for scrambling the user ID 
and the information's URL that is called linkage code blinding by using encryption 
operation, in order to prevent illegal use of user's information by an unauthorized person 
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(col. 18, line 60-col. 19, line 30). However, Durst does not expressly teach a message- 
digesting scheme for creating a message digest of the published information. 

Downs teaches a method for a secure electronic management of content data by 
storing the content data on a host computer in an encrypted form and providing the 
encrypted encryption key along with promotional data to a customer's system (see, for 
example, col. 3, lines 49-67). Downs also teaches that the sender of content data 
(corresponding to the recited viewing-access-log recording server) generates a digest of 
the content and stores it in a file with other information such as encrypted content, 
encrypted symmetric key and sender's certificate (col. 15, line 50-col. 16, line 13). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement a scheme to produce a message digest of a content 
as taught in Downs in the system of Durst, because it would enables the recipient of a 
content to confirm the integrity and correctness (i.e., no alteration) of the received 
content by using the message digest of the content (downs, col. 16, line 25-45). 

Regarding claims 5-7, 21 , 23 and 24, these claims are rejected as applied to the 
like elements of claim 1 as stated above and further the following: 

Durst teaches a scheme for scrambling the user ID and the information's URL 
that is called linkage code blinding by using encryption operation, in order to prevent 
illegal use of user's information by an unauthorized person (col. 18, line 60-col. 19, line 
30). However, Durst does not expressly teach the encryption of the hit log and the time 
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stamp of the hit log by using a secret key for the purpose of generating digital 
signatures. 

Downs teaches that the clearinghouse of the electronic data distribution system 
uses a private key encryption scheme and digital signatures for secure distribution of 
content and information among the system's components (col. 7, lines 35-50; col. 14, 
lines 3-39). Downs also teaches that the clearinghouse maintains an audit log of 
information for each operation that is performed during content purchase transaction for 
purposes such as generation of reports and data mining (col. 44, lines 4-10). The 
clearinghouse also logs the date and time of each transaction (corresponding to the 
recited adding a time stamp to the viewing-access-log) (col. 44, line 23-col. 45, line 18). 
Downs further teaches that the clearinghouse also uses the digital signature for 
reporting purpose to verify that the request for a report has been originated from an 
authorized entity (col. 45, lines 30-40). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement a cryptography scheme for producing a digital 
signature of an information as taught in Downs in the system of Durst, because it would 
provide protection against unauthorized interception or modification of electronic 
information such as a log or a time stamp, for example (Downs, col. 7, lines 42-46). 

Regarding claim 17, Durst teaches the compression of the IP address of the 
information server (col. 10, lines 55-65), however. Durst does not expressly teach the 
compression of content data. Downs teaches a process that compresses the 
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information for storage purpose (see, for example, col. 8, lines 40-64; col. 9, lines 60- 
67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to compress the publishing information as taught in Downs in the 
system of Durst, because it would make the system architecture more flexible (Downs, 
col. 9, lines 2-10). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 14 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. 6,018,619 to Allard et al. 
US Patent No. 5,799,284 to Bourquin. 
US Patent No. 5,848,413 to Wolff. 
US Patent No. 6,714,992 B1 to Kanojia et al. 
US Patent No. 6,148,333 to Guedalia et al. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdulhakim Nobahar whose telephone number is 703- 
305-8074. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 703-305-1830. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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